THE  MATERIALIST  CONCEPTION   OF  HISTORY
If this were the case, all that Marx says about the
productive forces would be meaningless. In a previous
passage Cunow said : " According to Marx, the mode
of production is the primary agency of all historical
changes J>. We thought it was the development of the
productive forces. All this but serves to show how great
is the confusion in terms as well as in the ideas of most
Marxist philosophers.
The truth is that we have to see in history a tissue
formed by innumerable and irregular reciprocal reper-
cussions of different groups of phenomena upon each
other.1 Productive forces and conditions of production
constantly influence and determine each other, just as
the invention of new arms influences and determines
warfare, and warfare continuously leads to the invention
of new arms and new forms of military organisation.
Yet only fools would pretend that the development of
arms and of army organisation is the cause of war and
the primary agency in military history.
The development of a productive force proceeds on
the following lines: first, the new force is discovered
by some person's mental activity; after this, nothing
happens, as a rule, for a long time; then, sometimes,
experts begin to study the new force and experiment
with it; until at last some bold and shrewd man gives
it a trial and employs the force in economic production,2
In early times, and in a primitive state of civilisation,
the introduction of a new productive force is a great and
1  As to the real nature of this reciprocity cf. pp. 104 seq.
2  It was Matthew Boulton, the founder of wholesale industry in Birming-
ham, one of the greatest English merchants and capitalists, who first
ventured to make use of Watt's invention in manufacture.   Cf . Paul Mantoux,
La Revolution industrially au 18* sticle (Paris, 1906), p.  89, and J. L.
and Barbara Hammond, The Rise of Modern Industry (London, 1925),
ch. viii., " The Steam-Engine n, pp. 110-130.
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